The transmission and interpretation of information generated from full-body scanners is increasingly becoming a site of contestation in airport security queues all over the world. Body scanning technology raises questions surrounding the rights of governments to images of human bodies, acts of surveillance and to what extent technologies such as full-body scanners are helping to make us more 'secure' -or are disadvantaging particular groups of bodies. We examine the use of full-body scanners and their consequences from a feminist perspective, demonstrating how the scanners constitute both a 'gendered technology' and a 'gendered practice'. In addition we present a typology outlining several forms of feminist resistance that have manifested in reaction to the use of this technology. While these acts do not necessarily pose an overt challenge to the larger airport security structure, as they occur within rigidly defined boundaries, they do offer the space for individuals to exercise some autonomy and control over their bodies. By engaging with feminist security scholarship as well as theoretical approaches concerned with reclaiming the 'everyday' as a space for feminist agency, we begin to unravel the complicated web of full-body scanning technology.
INTRODUCTION

Increasingly International Political Economy (IPE) as well as International
Relations (IR) scholars have come to view the 'everyday' as a critical space to be explored and examined in order to more fully understand processes and policies occurring at the international level (Hobson and Seabrooke 2007; Guillaume 2011) . Feminist IR scholars such as Cynthia Enloe (2004: 19) have long advocated casting our attention toward the 'margins, silences, and bottom rungs' of power in order to fully understand and acknowledge the 'amounts and varieties of power' involved in international politics. Following from this, we set our focus on the marginal space of the airport security queue. Utilizing a feminist security studies lens with a particular focus on the 'everyday', we offer an analysis of the problematic usage of full-body scanners as part of routine airport security screening procedures and the forms of resistance being expressed by passengers in protest of this technology.
Full-body scanners, or whole body imaging (WBI) technology, are technologies whose use 'involves a process by which various imaging techniques are used to scan and create a full-body (2 or 3 dimensional) image of an individual, including the surface of the skin and objects on, but not in, the body' (Cavoukian 2009: 2). As Cavoukian (2009: 2) explains, these scans can be administered using either 'backscatter' technology (producing a 2-D image) or 'millimeter-wave' technology (producing a 3-D image). The 'backscatter' technology used in many full-body scanners in airports was developed in the 1980s by American inventor Martin Annis (Nickisch 2010: 1) , although the use of these machines has only recently been adopted as part of routine airport security screening measures, primarily since the terrorist attacks of 11 September 2001 and the failed underwear bombing in 2009 (Rosen 2005: 3; Walker 2010: 1; Magnet and Rodgers 2011: 8) .
These technologies produce graphic depictions of the person's body being scanned, essentially rendering them 'naked', which are viewed by security personnel in private 'viewing rooms' in a separate area from where the passenger is being screened (Cavoukian 2009: 3 -6) . As Amoore and Hall (2009: 444) explain, these machines 'promise to make the invisible visualizable . . . [they] project an image of the naked body onto a screen to identify concealed "risk"'. Similarly, Epstein (2007: 156) highlights an emphasis on making the 'risky body' visible in biometric surveillance systems. This has led some critical scholars and journalists to aptly designate full-body scanners 'Naked Machines' (Rosen 2005: 3) or 'naked scanners' (Cavoukian 2009: 1) , and to describe the process of undertaking a full-body scan as undertaking an 'electronic' or 'virtual' strip search (Rosen 2005: 3; Magnet and Rodgers 2011: 1) , as well as a 'digitized dissection' (Amoore and Hall 2009: 448) .
Privacy software has been developed which 'eliminates from the imagery, all human features that may be considered too intrusive ' (Keller et al. 1999 cited in Cavoukian 2009 Rosen 2005: 4) , and is currently being deployed as part of the screening process at several airports (Cavoukian 2009: 4-5) . However, not all airports where full-body scanner technology has been adopted have opted to purchase and utilize it -notably those in Canada -and even in cases where it is used, it is claimed that the 'software works imperfectly' (Magnet and Rodgers 2011: 9) . Also, protocols for protecting the privacy of those being scanned have proven less than foolproof. In fact, most concerns that have been expressed over the use of full-body scanners have tended to focus on the 'privacy risks' that this technology engenders (Amoore and Hall 2009: 447) . As Magnet and Rodgers (2011: 9) highlight, although the scanners are sold to the public as a way to allow greater 'bodily privacy' during screening procedures, several recent cases involving the misuse of the machines have cast serious doubt over this claim. 1 Consequently, this technology has sparked concern from both feminist scholars and feminist journalists. As Kelly Kleiman (2010: 1) recently stated, the use of full-body scanners as part of airport security procedures should most definitely be viewed as a 'feminist issue'. Kleiman's piece suggests that the use of this technology has unique and complex meanings for female passengers that need to be explored. Here it is important to note that, while scholars have only recently begun the task of examining the gender dimensions of airport security technologies, such as full-body scanners, feminist scholars have long been exploring the connections between technology and gender (Rakow 1988; Terry and Calvert 1997; Wajcman 2004; Johnson 2006; Rosser 2006; Monahan 2009 ). This literature suggests that it is of vital importance that the links between gender and technology be brought to light and fully assessed, particularly in a society that has increasingly come to rely on technologies as a part of everyday life. As Wajcman (2004: 1) aptly observes, 'more and more of life is somehow mediated by technology, so that today there is hardly any human activity that occurs without it'.
Below, we briefly outline the existing feminist literature that has focused on exploring the interconnections between gender and technology. Then, we utilize the insights of this literature to aid in more fully exploring the gendered dimensions of full-body scanning technology currently being employed as part of airport security screening procedures. In addition, we build on existing scholarship concerned with the 'everyday' as a space for feminist resistance and agency in order to bring to light the various forms of everyday actions that have been employed by travelers to circumvent or lessen the gendered and negative impacts of full-body scanners.
We pose three closely related questions concerning gender and full-body scanner technology. First, we ask how -and in what ways -can full-body scanner technology be seen as gendered, both in terms of its development, as well as the ways in which it is currently being employed within the airport security setting. Second, what -if any -forms of feminist agency and resistance have manifested in reaction to this technology. And finally, what are the implications of such resistance, if present.
We argue that full-body scanners -as they are currently employed in airport security screening procedures -represent both a form of 'gendered technology' as well as 'gendered practice' (Rakow 1988: 57) . This is revealed both in the way it was developed and in the ways it is currently being employed, which have served to build on and to perpetuate existing social inequalities. Further, we assert that the forms of action that have manifested in reaction to the use of this technology represent 'everyday' forms of feminist agency and resistance. While not serving as a necessarily large-scale challenge to the overall airport security system, they should nevertheless be considered as significant in their own right because of the importance they hold for those undertaking them, as a way to gain some form of a control and autonomy within the extremely restricted and controlled environment of the airport security queue. As James Scott's (1989: 34) foundational work on 'everyday forms of resistance' suggests, these smaller types of action, which lack a revolutionary impetus, can have the potential to lead to larger action that 'may have aggregate consequences all out of proportion to their banality when considered singly'.
2 This is important because as Hobson and Seabrooke (2007: 1) explain, 'our everyday actions have important consequences for the constitution and transformation of the local, national and global contexts'. It is imperative that scholars pay attention to these gendered acts and explore their potential implications, both in regard to the possible impact that they may have within the airport security context, as well as the impact that they may have in challenging existing gendered social relations more generally.
FULL-BODY SCANNER TECHNOLOGY AS 'GENDERED TECHNOLOGY' AND 'GENDERED PRACTICE' 3
As Rakow (1988: 66 -8) argues, most technologies can be seen as being both being gendered in and of themselves and that, once in existence, they can also be used in ways that are gendered and serve to further perpetuate an existing gendered order. She explains that 'although women are active creators and users of technologies, men have been in a position to create technologies that dominate and serve certain masculine values and purposes' (Rakow 1988: 66) . Below we briefly outline the existing feminist literature which, similar to Rakow's earlier piece, has centered on exploring the complex -and in some cases 'mutually constitutive' (Wajcman 2004: 8) -relationship between gender and technology. We then build on these insights in order to examine how -and in what ways -full-body scanners can be seen as a 'gendered technology' which has led to 'gendered practices' within the airport security screening setting (Rakow 1988: 57) .
Feminist scholars writing about the relationship between technology and gender have noted that there is a complicated and intimate connection between the two which is reflected in both the development and utilization of most technologies (Terry and Calvert 1997; Johnson 2006; Rosser 2006; Monahan 2009) , with many viewing the relationship as 'mutually constitutive' (Wajcman 2004: 8) .
As mentioned previously, the 'backscatter' technology utilized in many airport full-body scanners was developed by American inventor Martin Annis thirty years ago (Nickisch 2010: 1 (Nickisch 2010: 2) Annis' comments point toward the obviously gendered implications of body scanning technology -by attempting to remove sexuality from the equation completely, the technology emphasizes the physical attributes of women and men, highlighting the apparently problematic nature of such interactions between the body and modern technologies. The mere mention of attractiveness in Annis' remarks remind us of the continued importance of feminist scholarship examining the male gaze, and how that gaze is mediated through a lens of technology.
According to Monahan (2009: 288) , these modern technologies can 'betray their gendered dimensions through various forms of "discrimination"'. Fullbody scanner technology most clearly embodies a form of 'body discrimination', as he outlines. He explains that most technologies are 'designed better for use by men than women. This is in large part, a product of the frame of reference of technology designers, software developers, and engineers, most of whom are men designing with themselves in mind' (Monahan 2009: 288) . Tellingly, full-body scanners have raised privacy-based concerns among many female passengers because when one goes through the scanner, 'sanitary napkins' are made visible to those reviewing the scan, and in some cases, women wearing these items have been targeted for additional security screening (Daily Mail 2010: 1 -6; Sharkey 2010: 2; Shores 2010: 3). Had this technology been designed with both men and women in mind, this issue would have been acknowledged and addressed by its creator. In addition, much like the forms of video surveillance discussed by Monahan, full-body scanners require someone to be in a private viewing area separate from passengers to analyze the images produced from the scanner. This separation can prove to be problematic as it can serve to mask potential forms of sexual harassment being committed by those monitoring and reviewing surveillance video, or in this case full-body scans (Monahan 2009: 288) .
This literature is intimately connected to the theoretical work of feminist security scholars in International Relations who have unpacked some of the complex relationships existing between gender and security. As Iris Marion Young (2003: 2) suggests, the 'logic of masculinist protection' that has increasingly permeated state -society security relations in the post-9/11 era relies on particular understandings of fear and threat based in gendered assumptions of masculinity and femininity. Using Young's logic, we see a particular way in which the security state requires citizens to relinquish certain freedoms (such as a right to privacy) in order to obtain security from potential threats to the State -most commonly identified since 9/11 as 'terrorists'. There is reliance in the security state on the notion of the State as protector -and consequently, of the public as protected -which is highly gendered. External to its borders, the security state uses its 'protector' identity to wage wars, while internally it must expose the enemy within in order to protect its people. As Young (2003: 8) suggests, 'to protect the state and its citizens, officials must therefore keep a careful watch on the people within its borders and observe and search them to make sure they do not intend evil actions'. The gendered roots and implications of these observations and searches are nowhere more evident than in the use of body scanning technology in airports around the world; this suggests that feminist security scholarship has likely fruitful insights to call for analyses of full-body scanners and their impacts on the lives of air travelers generally and particularly women.
Lauren Wilcox also asserts this connection between international security and protection which necessitates gender as a component of security practices. As she helpfully points out, this practice of protection 'constitutes gendered identities that promote conflict-seeking behavior in men and states looking to live up to dominant or hegemonic understandings of masculinity' (Wilcox 2009: 220) . While Wilcox's analysis focuses more specifically on military action, it is possible to make similar feminist readings of security practices at the domestic and transnational level, such as the body scanning technology employed in airports. The connections between these technologies and a hegemonic masculinity based in logics of protection result in practices that are deeply problematic when examined through a gender lens. When considering the body as a central focus for feminist security scholarship, it is possible to uncover the particular violence that occurs in airport security queues when individuals are required to undergo full-body scans. As previous examples pointed out, men are indeed susceptible to unjust and inappropriate comments and interactions when passing through airport body scanners, but so is commonly the case with security practices, the experiences of women with fullbody scanning technology are likely to be disproportionately negative due to the pervasiveness of embedded gender inequalities in society.
Indeed, as Kleiman makes clear, these technologies have specific connotations for female passengers, stemming from their broader experiences as women in society. Primarily, she argues, that it represents a modern manifestation of an old fear held by many women: 'being stripped naked by a stranger', which has long served as a 'pervasive device by which men keep women in line' (Kleiman 2010: 2) . As she explains:
[Public nakedness] puts a woman in mind of fear she carries around all the time . . . And that's why I suspect most women know intuitively that full-body scans are the bridge too far: the privacy violation that simply can't be tolerated. I've been fortunate. I've never been stripped or raped. And I don't propose to let a gov-ernment agent be the one to end my lucky streak. (Kleiman 2010: 2, emphasis added) While it is important to note that this technology has negative and problematic implications for other groups of passengers in addition to women, Kleiman's article importantly puts into relief the degree to which this technology has gendered effects in practice. In this passage, Kleiman highlights the ways in which it draws on and contributes to existing gendered social experiences, outside the airport security context. This also fits with Monahan's (2009: 291) primary critique of viewing technology (especially surveillance technologies) as 'neutral', because, as he asserts, in doing so, 'exercises of power are rendered invisible by nature of the supposed neutrality of technologies'.
Kleiman (2010: 1) has opted to not fly through any airports which utilize full-body scanners as part of their airport security screening procedures, choosing instead to reroute her travel to other airports that have not adopted the use of the technology yet, in protest of the scanners. We argue that her act of defiance represents a powerful form of everyday resistance and agency and an attempt to regain control and autonomy -in particular, over one's body -in the increasingly controlled context of the contemporary airport security system. However, it is important to recognize that Kleiman's choice is made from a position of privilege and is not a viable alternative to body scanning for many individuals, making the use of such technologies even more problematic.
Similarly, Magnet and Rodgers (2011: 1) seek to problematize portrayals of full-body scanner technology as 'neutral' and to highlight the ways in which this technology has actually 'draw[n] upon, and reinscribe [d] , existing social inequalities'. Specifically, they utilize Angela Davis' discussions of 'the strip search as an act of state-sponsored sexual violence' to examine the use of fullbody scanner technology as part of airport security screening procedures (Magnet and Rodgers 2011: 5) . Davis' work, as Magnet and Rodgers (2011: 5) point out, served to show how that even though strip searches were seen as a 'routine' part of prison life, they were, nevertheless, 'a form of sexual violence that leads to trauma and terror for prisoners'. Following from this, the authors 'extend Davis' analysis . . . in order to examine the trauma of rendering particular bodies visible through the "virtual" strip search' (Magnet and Rodgers 2011: 5) .
By highlighting the potentially traumatic effects that these scanners can have for particular bodies, the authors pose a serious challenge to claims lodged by proponents of this technology that, because no physical contact is involved, this technology is less intrusive. 4 Magnet and Rodgers (2011: 1; see also Johnson 2006: 6) also make clear that it is essential to consider how this technology not only differently affects women, but also how other 'marginalized subjects' are affected. They note that:
. . . transgender individuals, people with disabilities, and those with particular religious affiliations are rendered newly or differently legible. As such, their application to airport security generates new implications for who are allowed to move through, and who are afforded justice within, contemporary cultural and transnational spaces. (Magnet and Rodgers 2011: 7) This differentiated legibility of bodies is nowhere more visible than in the interactions between gender and identity at border security points. As Currah and Mulqueen (2011: 559) have recently highlighted, the classification of individuals by the State according to gender metrics produces less certainty for queer, transgender and other bodies whose realities do not map onto the State's dichotomous understandings of gender, as 'securitizing gender does not necessarily secure identity, and may indeed destabilize it'. The intense gender-based interrogations and pat downs that these individuals often undergo as their bodies are seen as threatening suggest the deeply problematic and essentializing nature of full-body scanner technologies and other security practices, whereby a clear gender marker is understood to be a sign of positive identification. Shepherd and Sjoberg (2012: 15) importantly argue that 'both the introduction of WBI scanners in airports and the ways in which this technology has been linked to trans-bodies are forms of discursive violence'. They explain that with the use of these scanners:
the visibility of trans-bodies has become both pronounced and contested, arguing that this is in itself a form of discursive violence and, further, that such strategies are productive of cisprivilege, which functions to position trans-bodies as different, deviant and dangerous and simultaneously as vulnerable and in need of protection. (Shepherd and Sjoberg 2012: 13) As Shepherd and Sjoberg (2012: 14) further note, the full-body scanners are also problematic because they represent a violation of 'Islamic commitments to modesty'. In fact, some passengers have gone so far as to 'forfeit their flight' in order to avoid going through the scanners for religious reasons (BBC News 2010). As Magnet and Rodgers (2011: 12) highlight, full-body scanners (as well as airport screening procedures in general) have also presented serious issues for passengers with disabilities, explaining that 'catheters, evidence of mastectomies, as well as colostomy appliances are made visible by these whole body imaging technologies'.
RESISTING THE 'NAKED MACHINE' 5 : EXAMINING ACTS OF FEMINIST 'EVERYDAY RESISTANCE' TO FULL-BODY SCANNERS
In the previous section, the gendered nature of full-body scanning technology was more fully brought to light through the use of a feminist framework. Here we extend our focus not only to looking at the technology in question, but also the ways in which its uses -and perhaps abuses -are being challenged by acts of everyday resistance and agency. These forms of resistance will be examined by drawing on existing insights regarding forms of feminist resistance and agency, as well as by incorporating the insights provided by Scott's formulation of 'everyday forms of resistance'.
Importantly, Thomas and Davies (2005: 713, 720) suggest that many feminist scholars concerned with resistance may find a deep congruence with Scott's work on 'everyday forms of resistance' (Scott 1985 (Scott , 1989 . They note that 'debates within feminist theorizing has also problematized the subject of resistance, as well as when resistance is seen to "count" and thus a more intricate and multifarious conceptualization of resistance is emerging' (Thomas and Davies 2005: 720 ). Monahan's (2009: 292, 294 -5) in-depth study of forms of modern surveillance reveals several examples of gendered acts of everyday resistance to technology. Similarly, it has been 'everyday' forms of resistance and agency that have served as the primary forms of protest to the use of full-body scanner technology.
Here Wajcman's (2004: 7) 'technofeminist framework' is also of interest. Similar to previous feminist explorations of gender and technology, her work stresses the 'mutually constitutive' nature of this relationship, but importantly, it goes beyond these accounts by viewing it as a potential space for women's agency and change (Wajcman 2004: 8, 30 ). This is crucial because, as Terry and Calvert (1997: 4) make clear, it is essential to realize that 'technologies do not simply control and victimize their users'. Rather, as Wajcman (2004: 8) explains, 'a recognition that gender and technology are mutually constitutive opens up fresh possibilities for feminist scholarship and action. Engagement with the process of technical change must be a part of the renegotiation of gender relations'. We see the possibility that gender relations (as well as other existing social relations) can be renegotiated as a result of these forms of protest and that, consequently, this technology may be modified in order to better address its current problematic aspects such as the issues surrounding privacy by utilizing it in a more reflexive and mindful manner (i.e. by making privacy software a necessary component of all full-body scanners).
However, Amoore and Hall are far more skeptical about the possibility that this technology could be altered to make it less problematic. They argue that the 'violence' inherent to this form of technology cannot be addressed by simply changing how the machine operates (Amoore and Hall 2009: 451 ; see also Monahan 2006: 17) . As they explain, adding privacy software to the full-body scanners:
does not address the violence involved in uncovering, breaking down, and writing of the body into digital form. The body does not go 'untainted' being exposed, even if the data collection leaves its surfaces intact, and if the 'data', 'body', and 'identity' remain separated until risk is flagged. (Amoore and Hall 2009: 451) This is one of the primary tensions in considerations of how to address the problematic aspects of these technologies.
Another significant insight of existing feminist scholarship on resistance is the emphasis placed on considering the positionality of the subject who is resisting (Thomas and Davies 2005: 713 -23) . As Marchand (2005: 219) asserts, we must examine 'how the differential/differentiated positionalities of men and women in the global political economy [and society, in general] may inform (gendered) practices of resistance'. Thus, in examining acts of resistance one must fully consider how various -and often times intersecting -factors (i.e. gender, race, class, religion, age, even medical history) serve to structure and influence the forms of resistance that are undertaken.
In the final section, we use these existing bodies of literature to both highlight and analyze the myriad forms of resistance and agency that have manifested in response to the use of full-body scanners in airports. A typology is presented in which each form of resistance to the full-body scanner is listed and discussed in more detail. It is by no means exhaustive, nor do we suggest that the forms of resistance listed are universally available to all passengers, at all times. Nevertheless, the typology presented below does serve to present those forms of resistance that have been the most visible in media reports as well as in online discussion forums and provides a jumping-off point from which further research into the possibilities for feminist resistance and agency in connection to body scanning technology can be initiated.
TYPOLOGY OF 'EVERYDAY' FEMINIST RESISTANCE PRACTICES EMPLOYED AGAINST THE USE OF FULL-BODY SCANNERS IN AIRPORTS 'Opt Out' of the Full-Body Scanner and Choose Physical Pat Down Instead, if Possible
This form of resistance has been the most visible, and in many ways the most widespread of those employed by passengers in protest of the use of full-body scanners at airports, although it is notably not an available option at all airports that employ the scanners (Clark et al. 2009; K. Johnson 2010: 1; Taylor 2010; Ryan 2012) . With this form of everyday resistance, the passenger makes a choice to undergo a physical search, which typically takes longer than being scanned and involves direct physical contact -and can, in many cases, be quite invasive -in an effort to make their opposition to the scanners visible in a way that does not necessarily pose a direct, open challenge to the overall airport security system. While it is our position that this choice (when made available) is a highly political and important act of everyday resistance, others have been critical of the degree of agency actually involved in this action. In particular, Magnet and Rodgers are highly critical of the supposed 'choice' that passengers are afforded to either undergo a full pat down or to go through the full-body scanner in those airports where this technology has been employed. They assert that, 'one may "opt out" of passing through a body scanner (Sara J. Welch 2010), but not out of the increasingly invasive and pervasive surveillance practices themselves, unless one relinquishes the right to air travel' (Magnet and Rodgers 2011: 10) .
The 'National Opt-Out Day' protests that were called for almost two years ago represent a potential manifestation of such individualized resistance becoming a collective force for change. During the weeks leading up to Thanksgiving weekend in 2010 two websites -'OptOutDay.com' and 'WeWontFly.com' -encouraged passengers that were planning to fly on the day before Thanksgiving to 'opt out' of the full-body scanner 'en masse', in order to significantly slow down security screening operations on the busiest day of the year for American airports (Briggs 2010 However, choosing to undergo a physical pat down in lieu of having your body scanned is itself not unproblematic. This is because many have viewed the pat downs performed by airport security personnel as having become increasingly invasive (Shores 2010: 3 ; see also A. Johnson 2010: 1). As one female passenger (identified as 'Elizabeth') recounts on the critical 'We Won't Fly' online forum, the pat down she underwent when flying through an airport in Ft Lauderdale in 2011 was especially invasive, stating:
I was the victim of government sanctioned sexual assault . . . I was pulled aside [after refusing to go through the scanner] and a female TSA agent began to pat me down. After she massaged my back and arms, she slid her hand in between my buttocks, them down my legs. I thought that would be the end of the violation, but then she touched my vagina. FOUR TIMES. Two on each thigh from the back, and then two on each thigh from the front . . . I didn't stop feeling like someone's hands were in my panties until a few hours later. (We Won't Fly.com, posted 18 August 2011, emphasis in original) The effects of these more invasive pat downs for passengers can be even more devastating for those passengers who are sexual assault survivors. As another (anonymous) female passenger recounts on 'We Won't Fly':
The female supervisor never told me she was going to touch my breasts, even when I told her that I had been raped in college and that being touched against my will was traumatic for me . . . She kept digging her thumbs into my knees because I was shaking. She never said she would touch my breasts, and said, 'Just let me finish the pat down'; unfortunately, when I was raped in college, my rapist said, 'Just shut up and let me finish'. (We Won't Fly.com, posted 18 August 2011) Even more troubling about this account is the fact that instead of taking the information that the female passenger had given her about her past sexual assault into consideration during the screening process -and trying to make the process as comfortable as possible in light of this -the security agent threatened her with arrest. Unfortunately, this is in no way an isolated incident (Dailey 2010: 3; Daily Mail 2010: 1 -6; Shores 2010) . Thus, while full-body scanners are obviously problematic, and 'opting out' may be one way to resist them in those cases where it is possible to do so, it may not be possible or desirable for some passengers to resist in this way, especially those who are sexual assault survivors. These accounts serve to highlight the complexity involved in maneuvering, resisting and exercising agency within the airport security context.
Encouraging Reflexivity, Engaging Security Agents during Pat Downs
One way to express your opposition and concerns regarding the use of both the full-body scanners, as well as the more invasive pat downs now being administered, is to verbally engage airport security agents -whether male or female -which are conducting the pat downs in order to make them more aware and reflexive of the meaning of their actions. For example, 'Elizabeth' chose to engage the female security agent who was conducting her search in an effort to reflexively consider her actions. She recounts:
This type of engagement between passenger and security agent reflects the wider importance of reflexivity and relationality in constructing a framework of feminist resistance. By continually making the agent aware of their complicity in the problematic nature of contemporary airport security screening procedures, passengers are engaging in feminist resistance that seeks not only to disrupt the status quo but inform those who are unaware or do not fully comprehend the implications of their actions.
Utilizing Devices Such as 'Flying Pasties' to Express Your Right to Privacy
In her study of 'embodied resistance' to forms of biometric surveillance, Ball (2005: 104) notes that 'strategies of resistance occur at the boundary of the body and surveillance at an intersubjective level. They involve disrupting the flows of information from the body to the information system.' Her analy-sis of resistance, while focused on biometric surveillance, provides important insight into how some passengers have chosen to resist full-body scanners. The parallels can most closely be seen with the use of 'flying pasties' by some passengers to cover their 'private areas' (Mayerowitz 2010: 1) . Flying pasties are patches that can be worn either 'inside a bra or briefs, or [affixed] with an included adhesive hook (inside, or outside the clothing)', and are used to obscure the 'private parts' of those being scanned (Mayerowitz 2010: 1; see also Huffington Post 2010). Some are even emblazoned with critical statements such as 'only my husband sees me naked' (Mayerowitz 2010: 1) . Wearing these items can be seen as a way in which 'flows of information' (notably, gender) are effectively obstructed, in line with Ball's formulation of resistance. It allows people to voice their criticism of the use of the scanner, while not posing a challenge to the overall airport security system. Using this form of resistance passengers still ultimately choose to have their bodies scanned, but importantly, they are able to exercise some control and autonomy over what parts of their body are captured and analyzed by unseen security personnel. Again, while this is a form of everyday resistance, it has the potential to have much larger implications, not least of which is the fact that in wearing them, the legitimacy of the scanner is called into question. This could have the effect of leading others to undertake similar forms of protest, elevating the challenge from the individual level to something larger (Thomas and Davies 2005: 729) . 6 
Making Resistance Visible
Passengers have also been critical of the use of full-body scanners (and in many cases, invasive pat downs as well) in airports and expressed their resistance by creating and contributing to online discussion forums aimed at generating awareness and action regarding the use of this technology. Examples of online forums aimed at shedding a critical light on the use of full-body scanners include 'We Won't Fly.com', who suggest various ways to resist (e.g. 'don't fly', or to 'opt-out of the scanners') as well as posting stories about passengers' experiences with airport security screening procedures. Other online forums include 'I Made the TSA Feel My Resistance.com', 'Fly With Dignity.org', as well as various Facebook groups (e.g. 'Ban the TSA') aimed at providing a space to voice concerns about current airport security screening procedures. Forums such as these have been used to publicize everyday experiences of passengers, abuses perpetrated by airport security agents as well as various ways that individuals have resisted. This form of action can be seen to have its roots in radical feminism with its emphasis on women sharing everyday experiences via 'consciousness-raising groups' (Rosser 2006: 29) . In addition to sharing experiences, these forums have also made individual resistance visible. This is crucial because, as Thomas and Davies's (2005: 729) work suggests, making the experiences that individuals have had, as well as the ways that they have resisted, visible to others can be a crucial step in making those actions part of a larger struggle and challenge.
Resist By Taking It All Off
This form of resistance involves individuals or groups removing their clothing, 'stripping down to their underwear, and in some cases, beyond' in protest of the invasion of privacy that is posed by the use of the scanners by airport security personnel (Platt 2010: 1) . The most visible manifestation of this act of everyday resistance was certainly the 'Fleshmob' protest staged at Germany's Berlin-Tegel airport in 2010. As Platt (2010: 1) recounts,
The 'Fleshmob' posted a video of their protest on YouTube, which featured them walking through the airport with a variety of slogans written on their bodies. 'Something to hide?' and 'Be a good citizen-drop your pants' were among the slogans written in German.
By choosing to resist in such a dramatic fashion, the members of the protest were able to attract greater attention to their expressions of discontent with the use of the full-body scanners. While this form of resistance is probably not the first option for many passengers looking to resist the scanners, it does point to the level of dissatisfaction that many have with this technology and its widespread use within airports. These individuals were willing to completely reveal their bodies, both to airport security personnel and fellow travelers, in order to present a pointed critique of the increasing invasiveness of airport security procedures. Salter (2007: 49) argues that within the airport setting 'the confessionary complex facilitates the self-policing of transiting individuals and that the overlapping and obscured lines of authority subtly restrict the possibilities of resistance'. While it is certainly true that these factors play a significant role in structuring and influencing the behavior of airline passengers, it remains necessary to highlight and acknowledge there are still spacesalbeit spaces that are bounded and subject to myriad limitations -for airline passengers to maneuver, negotiate and resist certain security procedures. 7 The actions of those who took part in the Fleshmob demonstration serve to problematize Salter's claim. Instead of being constrained by the fear of behaving in a way that would characterize them as 'abnormal', these individuals chose to behave in a way that would purposively draw attention to their resistance by protesting in a highly unconventional manner.
CONCLUSIONS
For feminist security scholars, the gendered implications of body scanning technology represent a tangible and important demonstration of how the post-9/11 security state works to secure its borders and airports through a continued masculinist logic of protection that gives rise to disproportionately negative impacts on particular groups of bodies such as women and those identifying as transgendered. Therefore, the airport security queue is often the site of a violent manifestation of how contemporary security practices leave these bodies vulnerable to attack. By forcing individuals to undergo a full body scan, the State as 'protector' marginalizes the experiences of those who have been victimized on account of their sex or gender -whether through rape, sex trafficking, humiliation, or otherwise -and leaves little recourse for real protection while attempting to 'protect' the citizenry from the outside threat of domestic or international terrorism.
In light of the many problematic aspects of this technology, many passengers have made use of forms of everyday feminist resistance in an effort to oppose and protest its use. These actions, while not serving as a necessarily overt -or in many cases as a large scale -challenge to the overall airport security screening process, should be considered as important in their own right, because of the significance they have for those undertaking them as a way to gain some form of a control and autonomy within the extremely restricted and controlled environment of the airport security queue. Following from Scott's theoretical work on 'everyday forms of resistance' we suggest that these smaller types of action have the potential to lead to larger action and change. Thomas and Davies (2005: 733) crucially highlight that, 'micro-political resistance is emancipatory and the effectiveness of small-scale localized struggles in effecting larger scale change should not be underestimated'. Thus, it is imperative that scholars pay attention to these gendered acts and explore their potential implications, both in regard to the possible impact that they may have within the airport security context, as well as challenging existing gendered social relations. By exploring the types of everyday feminist resistance that have been employed in opposition to body scanning technology new insights can be gained into the relationship between gender, technology and security that may be of significant use to the ways in which feminist security scholarship theoretically understands the real, gendered experiences of individuals at airports around the world.
It is the task of feminist security scholars to continue to unpack the complexities of how the use of body scanning technologies in an attempt to secure borders and airports actually serves to make particular groups of gendered bodies increasingly insecure. As our typology demonstrates, these groups are already highly aware of the problematic nature of such technologies and are making significant attempts to redress these problems themselves. However, their abilities to do so are necessarily hampered by the gendered nature of the current post-9/11 security state and its logic of masculinist protection. Therefore, we suggest that it is now time to engage more deeply in our research as feminist security scholars with our theoretical understandings of technology, the body and the gendered nature of security prac-tices in order to identify ways in which populations can be made secure without the manifestation of gendered violence at the end of the airport security line. Magnet and Rodgers (2011: 9) outline two of the most notable cases where the airport scanners were misused. The first case involved a male TSA employee, Ronald Negrin, who they explain 'was arrested in 2010 for beating a co-worker with a police baton after a year of relentless insults about his small penis size, which fellow employees saw regularly when he passed through the backscatter X-ray'. Second, they note that 'the claim that whole body imaging technologies did not have the ability to print or store images was called into question after famous Bollywood actor Shahrukh Kahn alleged that two security personnel asked him to sign naked images of himself' at Heathrow airport. 2 Gillian Hart (1991: 94) , in reviewing Scott's work, has noted that there was actually a strong (but latent) gender dimension to the resistance that he highlighted and discussed, despite the fact that he made no concerted effort to examine it in detail. 3 These terms are taken from Rakow (1988: 57) . 4 As Magnet and Rodgers (2011: 13) explain, 'whole imaging technologies create terror and dread for travelers, especially if these technologies "out" individuals in their communities, violate their religious beliefs, or single them out for public humiliation, stress and harassment'. 5 This terminology is taken from Rosen (2005) . 6 However, this is not to say that there are not potential consequences for the passengers who choose to don these items in protest. As one TSA spokeswoman revealed, wearing these items may lead to further screening (Mayerowitz 2010: 1) .
7 Interestingly, Lisle (2003: 26) notes that by viewing power within the airport setting as 'mediated', 'a whole series of power relationships becomes possible. Within this framework, the scope for politicizing the airport becomes much greater: this is a site overflowing with multiple and shifting power relations that exceed the grasp of sovereignty.'
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